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Abstract: 
This initial study is the first to use eye-trackers as a tool in order to study gaze pattern 
strategies and decision making processes involved in the assessment of skeletal remains. 
Three experienced participants were asked to wear eye-tracking glasses (Tobii Pro Glasses 2) 
when estimating sex and age-at-death of one set of skeletal remains from a known 
archaeological sample. The study assessed participants’ fixation points (the features of the 
skeleton focused on), fixation duration (the total time spent on each assessment and feature) 
as well as visit count and duration (the total number of visits and the duration of visits to 
particular areas). The preliminary results of this study identified differences in gaze 
“strategies” with regards to fixation points, visit duration, and visit counts between the 
participants. The data generated provide a starting point for assessing how such technologies 
could be used in order to more fully understand the decision making processes involved in 
forensic anthropological interpretations and their role in forensic reconstructions. 
Keywords: Forensic science, forensic anthropology, eye tracking, decision making, sex 
estimation, age at death estimation, 
1. Introduction 
The study of human factors and their implications on forensic science reconstruction have 
gained increasing levels of interest within recent years. The growing recognition that expert 
decision-making is influenced by cognitive processes has led to an increase in research 
studies specifically focused on applying different judgment and decision making theories to 
increasing our understanding of the how scientific evidence is interpreted in forensic 
reconstruction approaches [1,2]. This has led to research within the expertise, decision 
making and situation awareness literature shifting its focus to not only concern human 
judgments in the social, psychological, and behavioral economics domains, but also within, 
law enforcement agencies, and forensic science disciplines [3–10]. 
To address the specific issue of reproducibility and accuracy of measurement taking, some of 
the published research conducted within forensic science has highlighted the use of modern 
technology in forensic investigations in order to create new approaches for robust scientific 
measurements [11]. Such techniques have included the use of eye-trackers to further 
understand how experts go about visual tasks particularly in terms of the reliability and 
reproducibility of methods. Within forensic science this has specifically focused on 
handwriting documentation [12] finger mark comparison tasks [13], criminal line-up 
identification [14] crime scene investigator practice [15,16], and blood pattern analyses [17]. 
In a similar manner to other forensic domains, the methods used in the creation of a biological 
profile and positive identification of skeletal remains are based on visual tasks. Therefore, 
some of the recent published studies that have been carried out within forensic anthropology 
have focused on gaining a better understanding of the underlying processes of the decisions 
being made, and the potential cognitive influences that may impact the routinely employed 
visual methods [10,18]. However, no published research to date has used eye tracking as a 
research tool in order to further understand the decision-making strategies associated with the 
way information is visually extracted when conducting analysis on skeletal remains. 
The aim of this paper is to provide insight into the application of eye tracking technology in 
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forensic anthropology. First, an overview of key research that has been conducted within 
forensic science and the use of eye tracking technology in other fields is presented. Then the 
findings of an initial pilot study in which eye-tracking technology was deployed to assess the 
potential of this form of technology to be used to study visual tasks in forensic anthropology. 
The study used wearable eye-trackers, Tobii Pro Glasses 2 
(https://www.tobiipro.com/product-listing/tobii-pro-glasses-2/) where participants were asked 
to conduct a biological profile/osteobiography focusing on sex and age-at-death assessments. 
Therefore, the purpose of this pilot study is to explore how such technologies may be used in 
visual skeletal assessments and how future studies within forensic anthropology could use 
eye tracking technology as a tool to help understand human decision making in 
method applications, in addition to how to improve method development and training, 
rather than to explain decision-making in forensic anthropology per se. 
1.1 Eye-tracking technology and Forensic Science 
Eye tracking is an advanced behavioral research technology that makes it possible to capture 
the visual experience of a person in any professional context. The use of eye-trackers as a 
research tool has increased in recent years, with a growing interest from a number of 
different disciplines [19]. Eye-trackers are measurement devices used to capture eye- 
movements and have been applied to assess tacit knowledge from human experts and their 
performance [20]. Groundbreaking research has shown that the human eye movement focuses 
on parts of a scene that offer relevant information [21,22]. 
The technology specifically enables the collection of data related to the visual and attention 
processes involved in a specific task, looking at certain areas of interest (AOI), which allows 
a measurement to be taken of how long the attention of the participant is captured on a 
specific attribute [23] . Traditional usability methods (e.g. interviews, thinking out loud) 
depend very much on explicit data and the ability of the subjects to assess, remember 
and verbalise what they have done and why. Although these techniques can provide helpful 
insights, there are however limitations when trying to study decision making strategies in 
these ways. In comparison, with eye-tracking technology the data collected has significant 
potential to further our understanding of the visual attention of a participant, ultimately 
revealing information about human perception, cognition and the decision-making process 
that are based on gaze behavior [20]. 
Much of the research being conducted using eye-trackers has been within the areas of 
psychology [20], performance sports [24] , psycholinguistics [25], marketing [26] , aviation 
[27], engineering [28], gaming and entertainment [29], as well as medicine and medical 
technology [30]. Although eye-tracking technology has been applied within these fields for 
various reasons, many of the studies have focused on proficiency testing of experts and how 
experts (compared to novices) undertake a task [31]. For example, research within the 
medical domain has shown that experienced surgeons spend more time fixating on task 
relevant areas than novices [32]. Equally, in studies related to mammograms, eye-tracking 
technology revealed not only what features radiologists rely upon when inspecting the image, 
but also provided insights into the holistic processing and cognitive mechanisms involved 
when experts are viewing mammograms and reaching conclusions [31]. 
Within forensic science however, the use of eye-tracking technology as a tool to study 
forensic decision making has been largely underutilised, with only a few published studies 
conducted to date. For example, in handwriting documentation, studies have shown that 
forensic document examiners (FDE) perform significantly better on the task given compared 
to lay people when analysing signatures for authenticity [12,33]. Although both groups had 
similar mean fixations on different areas of interest (showing a similar amount of time 
making decisions when calling the different types of signature) the expert group still 
performed higher [12]. Similarly, studies within consistency and variability amongst latent 
print examiners also found that under time controlled circumstances, experts were more 
consistent as a group than novices when inspecting latent prints, having a higher accuracy, as 
well as spending a greater proportion of time in search patterns under certain conditions [13]. 
Eye-tracking technology has also been used in order to further understand volume crime 
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scene investigator practices. One study explored the differences in searching strategies 
between expert and novice crime scene examiners, showing that experienced crime scene 
examiners (compared to the novice group), targeted fewer items within the crime scene but 
did however spend a longer time on the item being viewed [15]. Furthermore, a recent study 
in evidence recognition and crime scene investigation showcased the use of mobile eye-
trackers, and identified differences in search duration and search sequence approaches 
between experts and inexperienced novices when processing a mock crime scene [16]. The 
study observed that experts had greater similarities in search sequences compared to the 
novice group. Conversely, this was not the case when it came to search duration where the 
expert group showed a greater dissimilarity compared to the novice group. 
In addition, eye-trackers have also been used as a tool for gaining access to the gaze patterns 
and decision-making strategies involved in blood pattern analyses [17]. In this study eye-
tracking technology was used to collect data from 24 blood pattern analysts whilst inspecting 
bloodstain patterns from a laboratory generated task. The result of the study gave further 
insight into experts gaze fixations and areas of interest when analysing bloodstain patterns 
[17]. 
1.2 Eye tracking technology and Forensic Anthropology 
In a similar manner to forensic comparative examinations, forensic anthropologists rely 
heavily on well established visual methods when conducting the task of creating a biological 
profile. Some of the most common methods used are based on visual assessments of skeletal 
remains where information from the skeleton can aid in answering questions regarding sex, 
age at death, ancestry, stature and circumstances around and after time of death [34,35]. To 
some extent, this practice takes full advantage of the human perceptual system. Although 
there is a growing body of research addressing the application of technological advances to 
study bones [36] currently however, there is a limited understanding of how technology could 
be used to study the visual patterns and processing involved in the human interpretations of 
skeletal remains. Understanding the underlying processes of the decisions being made and 
potential cognitive influences on the decision-making critical to the application of the visual 
methods currently in place is therefore, important. 
This initial pilot study explored the utilisation of eye-trackers as a means to study visual 
attention among experienced practitioners within the field, and how this might have an impact 
upon which traits are focused on when making interpretations of skeletal remains, using Tobii 
Pro Glasses 2. This study sought to assess the capabilities of using eye-trackers as a tool in 
studying visual strategies involved in the assessment of skeletal remains, and to ascertain how 
eye-movements and visual processing of information could potentially be used in order to 
study evaluations of skeletal remains. There was a specific focus on visual (non-metric) sex 
and age-at-death assessment approaches used within the field of forensic anthropology and 
specifically addressed: 
 Fixation points (what features experts focuses on), 
 Fixation duration (how much total time they spend on each assessment and features) 
 Visit count and duration (the number of total visits and duration to particular areas) 
By addressing the fixation points, fixation duration and visit count it was possible to gain 
more insight and detail into where participants look during an assessment, based on the visual 
methods used in sex estimation and age at death, and whether they spend more time on 
certain methods and morphological traits, in addition to understanding whether participants 
have certain areas of interest that they go back to during their assessments. This was 
particularly important for establishing a starting point (baseline) of how such technologies 
could be applied when looking at some of the most common visual assessments used when 
creating a biological profile. This is particularly pertinent since the biological profiling traits 
used here are very popular ones, and are often applied from memory, based on experience, 
sometimes even without reference to a reference text. 
2. Methodology 
2.1 Research design and Materials 
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Participants in this study were asked to analyse one set of skeletal remains taken from a 
known archeological sample. Participants were asked to establish a biological 
profile/osteobiography with a special focus on sex, and age-at-death. In addition to this, 
participants were also told that they could make any further observations about possible 
ancestry, stature, trauma, pathology, and taphonomy. The remains were in fairly good 
condition, with the majority of the skeletal elements present. For example, the skull (and 
mandible), and the left os coxa were complete, which made it possible for participants to 
conduct sex, and age at death estimations using non-metric methods. Participants were asked 
to wear the Tobii pro eye-glasses whilst conducting the analysis on the skeletal remains. The 
Tobii Pro eye-tracking camera recorded the eyes of participants during the task and the 
pattern of visual attention, with the illuminator in the eye-tracking glasses creating a pattern 
of near infrared light on the eyes. In this way it was possible to identify the focus points on 
the skeletal remains of each participant. 
2.2 Participants and Procedures 
A total number of three participants took part in this pilot study wearing the eye-tracker. All 
three participants had extensive experience within forensic anthropological/osteological 
methods as well as casework experience in archeology/osteology in addit ion to forensic 
casework (for two of the participants), albeit from a European perspective (see table 1). 
In order to minimise any potential influence on the decision making process, participants in 
this study were not asked to follow a specific biological profile form, stating what methods to 
use and in what order to conduct the assessments. Instead, participants were asked to establish 
an osteobiography by applying whatever widely accepted methods they felt most comfortable 
to apply. Participants were also told to not undertake any analysis or apply any methods that 
they were not trained in. In this way the study sought to address real world practice as closely 
possible. Participants were asked to log their decision making process and the methods they 
used in a notebook. This not only allowed for a more detailed understanding of the decision-
making process of the participants and their initial hypothesis (in addition to the eye-tracker), 
but also revealed the specific methods within the biological profile to focus on (for the 
purpose of this study) when comparing the data between the participants. This resulted in 
comparisons only being made on the methods that all three participants applied, resulting in 
only focusing on areas of interest on visual non metric tasks in sex assessments on the skull, 
and the os coxa, as well as age at death using the pubic symphysis [37–39] 
Each participant conducted the analysis separately in a laboratory with all the necessary 
equipment and reference materials provided with no specific time limitations. 
2.3 Analysis 
TobiiTM offer state of the art eye tracking technology and lightweight hardware, which are 
widely applied in many different domains and international settings. The software program 
Tobii Pro Lab was used in order to analyse initial gaze patterns of the participants separately, 
as well as a group, in order to look at the fixation points, fixation duration, and visit count and 
duration of each participant. 
3. Results 
Table 1. Demographic summary of the three participants in the study. 
Participant Summary  
 P1 P2 P3 
 
Highest degree 
of education 
PhD MSc PhD 
Educational 
Background 
Biological 
anthropology/archeology 
forensic anthropology 
Biological 
anthropology/archeology  
Biological 
anthropology/archeology 
forensic anthropology 
Forensic case 
work 
experience  
Yes No Yes 
 
Archaeological 
case work 
Yes Yes Yes 
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experience  
 
Member of a 
professional 
body 
Yes Yes Yes 
 
Method 
preference 
Non-metric Both metric and non-metric Metric 
 
3.1 Time spent on Biological profile (sex assessment on skull and os coxa) 
Table 2 shows the breakdown for the total time each participant spent on completing the full 
task of the biological profile, as well as the total time spent on sex assessment for skull and os 
coxa. In addition, participant examination points (and average time spent on each examination 
point) are also shown. 
Table 2. Breakdown for the total time spent on the biological profile for each 
participant including sex estimation on skull and os coxa 
 
 
Participant Total time of full inspection SKULL 
Amount of 
examination 
points 
Average time per 
examination 
points 
 
Rec P1 125 min 5,3 min 22 14,4 sec 
Rec P2 69 min 6,6 min 35 10,9 sec 
Rec P3 83 min 3,7 min 17 13 sec 
     
Participant Total time of full inspection OS COXA 
Amount of 
examination 
points 
Average time per 
examination 
points 
 
Rec P1 125 min 10,7 min 35 17,4 sec 
Rec P2 69 min 2,7 min 22 7,6 sec 
Rec P3 83 min 6 min 10 36 sec 
     
 
3.2 Number of examination points sex assessment skull and os coxa 
Figures 1 and 2 show the examination points of the participants when making sex assessments 
on the skull (fig 1) and the os coxa (fig 2), the number of examination points for each 
participant, in addition to average time spent across all participants per occasion for each 
point. The results show that the average time per occasion spent on each trait (across all 
participants) for the skull (12.76 sec) was lower than average time spent per occasion on each 
trait for the os coxa (20.3 sec). In addition, the results also show variations in the number of 
examination points for each participant, and how often they go back to a certain trait. This is 
especially notable for participant number 2 on the majority of the skull traits, and participant 
number 1 on the os coxa examination. 
3.3 Time spent on Age at death assessment os pubis 
Table 3 shows the breakdown for the total time each participant spent on completing the full 
task of the biological profile, as well as the total time spent on age at death. 
 
Table 3 Breakdown for the total time spent on the biological profile for each 
participant including age at death estimation 
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Participant Total time of full inspection Age at death 
Amount of 
examination 
points 
Average time 
per examination 
points 
 
Rec P1 125 min 4 min 20 12 sec 
Rec P2 69 min 4 min 27 12 sec 
Rec P3 83 min 2.5 min 25 6 sec 
 
Number of examination points age at death assessment pubis symphysis 
Figure 3 shows the examination points for each participant when undertaking the age-at-death 
assessment on the pubis symphysis area, including the number of examination points for each 
participant, in addition to the average time spent by all participants per occasion for each 
point. The results show that the average time spent on each examination point was 10 sec 
with some variation in number of examination points across all three participants. For 
example, participant number 2 looked at the inferior extremity almost twice as much as 
participant number 1 and 3 whilst participant number 1 only looked at the ventral border once 
compared to participant number 2 and 3, who both looked at the same feature multiple times 
(5 and 6 times respectively). 
4. Discussion 
This initial pilot study was designed to assess the potential application of eye tracking 
technology in forensic anthropology, in the hope of creating an initial baseline of how such 
technology could be applied in visual methods used in sex and age-at-death estimation. A 
small dataset was collected for this initial study and therefore the study was limited in terms 
of statistical analysis, and hence it was not feasible to generalize to a broader sample from 
this dataset. In addition to this, the dataset only focused on visual methods used on the skull 
and the os coxa, added to one visual method used in age at death, with no metric methods 
studied. Nonetheless, the fact that results were successfully collected and that differences 
across the participants were identifiable demonstrates the feasibility of this approach at a 
larger scale. The fixation points, fixation duration and visit count will therefore only be 
discussed from an ‘applied’ point of view, in terms of showing what data could be collected, 
and how forensic anthropologists could use eye tracking technology in order to study the 
interpretation of skeletal remains. There is clearly scope for collecting larger datasets that 
could be used to explore other avenues within this field in the future. 
4.1 Fixation points 
The eye-tracking data show that there were differences in gaze “strategies” with regards to 
fixation points, visit duration, and visit counts across participants. The initial results suggest 
there are variations in how experienced practitioners within the field go about the same task, 
and possibly also what features they focus on more (or less) when making interpretations in 
sex and age at death estimations. 
For example, in sex estimation of the skull, participant 2 spent more time going back to 
certain AOI (such as, mental eminence, supra orbital ridge/glabella, right mastoid, and supra 
orbital margin) compared to participants 1 and 3. Similarly, variation on the number of 
examination points were also observed in sex estimation of the os coxa, showing for example 
participant 1 going back to certain AOI to a greater degree compared to participant 2 and 3 
(e.g. left auricular surface, left pubic angle, right pubis). Equally, in age at death estimation, 
the ventral border (rampart) was only looked at once by participant 1, compared to that of 
participants 2 and 3 who looked at the same feature multiple times. In addition to this, the 
results from the fixation points also indicate that certain AOI are not looked at by all 
participants. For example, in sex estimation of the skull, participant 3 didn’t once look at the 
skull from an inferior view, compared to participants 1 and 2. Likewise, similar results were 
observed for sex estimation of the os coxa, where certain AOI were being ‘ignored’ by 
participants. 
The variation in number of examination points, time spent on each feature, and which features 
are being processed identified in this pilot study opens up avenues for future studies in 
forensic anthropology, exploring how such technology could be used in order to study gaze 
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pattern variations, and hopefully their meaning in the interpretation of skeletal remains. For 
example, all three participants from this study reached the same final conclusion on sex 
estimation and age-at-death for the skeletal remains, (despite the observed variations in gaze 
strategies and certain AOI being ignored) arguably meaning that the preliminary results in 
task variation, (in terms of what areas analysts were mostly interested in, how long they spent 
on each feature, as well as how many times they went back to certain areas of interest in order 
to draw inferences) did not necessarily impact the final conclusions of sex and age-at-death of 
the skeletal remains. This could be due to a variety of reasons, and further research is 
necessary to explore these in greater detail. For example, the skeleton used in this pilot study 
was from a known archeological sample, with the majority of the skeletal elements being 
intact and in good condition, arguably creating a straightforward, analysis for the experienced 
participants, where the variation in time spent on each morphological feature within the 
method and when not ignoring certain features did not ‘impact’ their interpretations. Future 
studies could look into more complex scenarios (e.g. fragmented, partial and ambiguous 
skeletal remains) in order to study if, and under what conditions, gaze pattern variations may 
impact interpretations and final conclusions. Furthermore, participants in this pilot study were 
experienced practitioners. Similar to other studies within consistency and variability [12-13, 
15, 33) future research could build upon this baseline to compare the gaze pattern strategy 
differences between experienced practitioners and novices, in order to study to what extent 
expertise plays a role in where experts are looking, against what information is available. 
4.2 Fixation duration, and visit count 
When looking at fixation duration, it not only showed that participants were spending 
differing amounts of time individually completing sex and age at death estimation, but also 
that there was a difference in the average time across sex and age-at death estimation. For 
example, participants spent more time on average on examination points of the os coxa (20.3 
sec) compared to the skull (12.7 sec). This may not be surprising as the os coxa is known for 
having a higher accuracy in visual sex estimation compared to the skull [40], hence why 
participants may have spent longer on average looking at the os coxa. In addition, when 
making interpretations, participants were spending only seconds on each feature across sex 
and age at death, perhaps showing a fast and frugal decision making process. It has been 
argued that with experience and expertise, comes automaticity, where experts use schemas, 
selective attention, as well as chunking information, to allow them to perform quickly and 
efficiently [41]. All three participants in this study had experience with the methods used, (as 
they specifically chose methods they were familiarised with) which could arguably be the 
reason for spending a short amount of time on each feature. 
Eye-tracker approaches have the potential to be utilised to empirically measure the extent of 
visual attention used in complex tasks in order to further our understanding of the cognitive 
mechanisms involved in forensic interpretations. However this is a complex phenomenon and 
it is difficult to relate the observations made during these tasks to the cognitive processes 
involved in the eye movement, especially when dealing with a limited sample size. In forensic 
anthropology, challenging interpretations of skeletal remains could reasonably depend on the 
experience of the observer, the nature of the observer’s training, the ambiguity level of given 
characteristics being interpreted (e.g. what features of the skeleton is present for analysis), 
difficulty of the judgment (e.g. burnt, fragmented, or comingled remains) as well as the 
context in which the judgment is being made. Therefore, there are many variables involved in 
how inferences are made. However, the findings from this initial study indicate that there are 
some interesting trends, and future studies incorporating a larger number of participants and 
different levels of experience have significant potential to offer valuable insights. Eye 
tracking technology therefore has promise as an additional tool to study decision making 
strategies involved in the assessment of skeletal remains, particularly given that the 
participants in this study did not find the eye-tracker kit distracting or intrusive, thereby 
enabling ‘normal performance’ during the tasks to be observed. 
This initial study only focused on visual (non-metric) analysis of sex and age at death. In 
future studies it will be possible to assess how this technology could be used in the 
interpretation processes in both metric and non-metric assessments, (in addition to new 
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method development). It appears to be possible to target potentially confusing or problematic 
aspects of a particular method, and develop valuable training approaches. More importantly, 
undertaking further empirical research that builds on this approach and these findings will 
generate data that will aid a greater understanding of which factors lead to and influence the 
interpretations reached in the assessment of skeletal remains. Developing a greater 
understanding of the how different actions are incorporated into decision making and 
reaching final conclusions, offers significant potential for greater clarity in the 
communication of the evaluative interpretations of experts that have been derived from their 
observations, analyses, and reconstruction conclusions These future developments also offer 
value in terms of the potential to apply these findings beyond forensic anthropology to other 
forensic science domains where expert decision making is (and will remain) integral to 
forensic reconstruction approaches. 
5. Conclusion 
This initial pilot study is the first to use eye-trackers as a tool in order to study gaze pattern 
strategies involved in the assessment of skeletal remains. Notwithstanding the limitations of 
an initial study, the preliminary results of this study show how eye-tracking data could be 
used successfully to further understand how experienced practitioners within the field of 
forensic anthropology go about the same task and the attributes of expert decision making that 
can be identified to inform training and continuing personal development. The study offers 
insights into the empirical variations observed in fixation points, fixation duration and visit 
counts of the analysts when making interpretations of the skull and the os coxa for sex and 
age at death estimation. 
The data generated here offer a starting point for establishing how such technology may be 
used in order to develop our understanding of the decision-making processes involved in 
forensic anthropological interpretations more fully and inform the analysis, interpretation and 
communication of forensic science intelligence and evidence in anthropology and other 
forensic science domains. Further studies with larger sample sizes and different levels of 
expertise are needed in order to fully assess the visual attention processes involved in skeletal 
assessments, to ultimately reveal valuable insights and information about human perception, 
and the decision-making process that are based on gaze behavior. To date, eye-tracking 
technology has been highly under-utilised within forensic science. However, this study 
demonstrates that engaging with eye-tracking technology has the potential to be used further 
as a research tool in order to help the forensic anthropology community (in addition to other 
fields within forensic science) to study how inferences have been reached and the basis for 
the conclusions made [42,43]. 
Acknowledgment 
The authors wish to thank Dr Carolyn Rando and the Institute of Archeology, UCL, for their 
help and assistance in providing materials for the research as well as extend our thanks to all 
the participants who took part in this study. This project was funded by the Engineering and 
Physical Sciences Research Council of the UK Post Doctoral Prize Fellowship 
(EP/N509577/1). 
 
Funding: 
This project was funded by the Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council of the 
UK Post Doctoral Prize Fellowship (EP/N509577/1). 
Conflict of interest statement: 
Declarations of interest: none 
The authors have no affiliation with any organization with a direct or indirect financial 
interest in the subject matter discussed in the manuscript 
References 
[1] G. Edmond, A. Towler, B. Growns, G. Ribeiro, B. Found, D. White, et al., 
Thinking forensics: Cognitive science for forensic practitioners, Sci. Justice. 57 
(2016) 144–154. doi:10.1016/j.scijus.2016.11.005. 
[2] B. Found, Deciphering the human condition: the rise of cognitive forensics, 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
AC
CE
PT
ED
 M
AN
US
CR
IP
T
Aust. J. Forensic Sci. (2014) 1–16. doi:10.1080/00450618.2014.965204. 
[3] K. Ask, P.A. Granhag, Motivational sources of confirmation bias in criminal 
investigations: the need for cognitive closure, J. Investig. Psychol. Offender 
Profiling. 2 (2005) 43–63. doi:10.1002/jip.19. 
[4] I.E. Dror, D. Charlton, A.E. Péron, Contextual information renders experts 
vulnerable to making erroneous identifications., Forensic Sci. Int. 156 (2006) 
74–78. 
[5] J. Kerstholt, A. Eikelboom, T. Dijkman, R. Stoel, R. Hermsen, B. van Leuven, 
Does suggestive information cause a confirmation bias in bullet comparisons?, 
Forensic Sci. Int. 198 (2010) 138–42. doi:10.1016/j.forsciint.2010.02.007. 
[6] I.E. Dror, G. Hampikian, Subjectivity and bias in forensic DNA mixture 
interpretation., Sci. Justice. 51 (2011) 204–208. 
[7] H. Earwaker, R.M. Morgan, A.J.L. Harris, L.J. Hall, Fingermark submission 
decision-making within a UK fingerprint laboratory: Do experts get the marks 
that they need?, Sci. Justice. 55 (2015) 239–247. 
doi:10.1016/J.SCIJUS.2015.01.007. 
[8] E.J.A.T. Mattijssen, W. Kerkhoff, C.E.H. Berger, I.E. Dror, R.D. Stoel, 
Implementing context information management in forensic casework: 
Minimizing contextual bias in firearms examination, Sci. Justice. 56 (2016) 
113–122. doi:10.1016/j.scijus.2015.11.004. 
[9] N.K.P. Osborne, S. Woods, J. Kieser, R. Zajac, Does contextual information 
bias bitemark comparisons?, Sci. Justice. 54 (2014) 267–73. 
doi:10.1016/j.scijus.2013.12.005. 
[10] S. Nakhaeizadeh, I.. Dror, R.M. Morgan, Cognitive bias in forensic 
anthropology: Visual assessment of skeletal remains is susceptible to 
confirmation bias., Sci. Justice. 54 (2014) 208–14. 
doi:10.1016/j.scijus.2013.11.003. 
[11] A. Kloosterman, A. Mapes, Z. Geradts, E. van Eijk, C. Koper, J. van den Berg, 
et al., The interface between forensic science and technology: how technology 
could cause a paradigm shift in the role of forensic institutes in the criminal 
justice system, Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. (2015). 
doi:10.1098/RSTB.2014.0264. 
[12] A.G. Dyer, B. Found, D. Rogers, Visual Attention and Expertise for Forensic 
Signature Analysis, J. Forensic Sci. 51 (2006) 1397–1404. doi:10.1111/J.1556-
4029.2006.00269.X. 
[13] T. Busey, C. Yu, D. Wyatte, J. Vanderkolk, F. Parada, R. Akavipat, 
Consistency and Variability Among Latent Print Examiners as Revealed by 
Eye Tracking Methodologies, 2011. 
[14] J.K. Mansour, H.D. Flowe, Eye tracking and Eyewitness Memory, n.d. 
[15] M. Butler, Using eye-tracking, head-mounted camera technology and protocol 
analysis as a methodology to better understand Volume Crime Scene 
Investigator practice, Teesside University, 2014. 
[16] R.D. Watalingam, N. Richetelli, J.B. Pelz, J.A. Speir, Eye tracking to evaluate 
evidence recognition in crime scene investigations, Forensic Sci. Int. 280 
(2017) 64–80. doi:10.1016/J.FORSCIINT.2017.08.012. 
[17] R.M. Arthur, J. Hoogenboom, R.D. Green, M.C. Taylor, K.G. de Bruin, An eye 
tracking study of bloodstain pattern analysts during pattern classification, Int. J. 
Legal Med. 132 (2018) 875–885. doi:10.1007/s00414-017-1711-6. 
[18] S. Nakhaeizadeh, R.M. Morgan, C. Rando, I.E. Dror, Cascading Bias of Initial 
Exposure to Information at the Crime Scene to the Subsequent Evaluation of 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
AC
CE
PT
ED
 M
AN
US
CR
IP
T
Skeletal Remains, J. Forensic Sci. 63 (2017) 403–411. doi:10.1111/1556-
4029.13569. 
[19] M. Horsley, M. Eliot, B.A. Knight, R. Reilly, Current Trends in Eye Tracking 
Research, Springer International Publishing, Cham, 2014. doi:10.1007/978-3-
319-02868-2. 
[20] A.T. Duchowski, Eye tracking methodology : theory and practice, 3rd ed., 
Springer, 2017. 
[21] A.L. Yarbus, Eye movements and vision, Plenum Press, 1967. 
[22] G.T. Buswell, How people look at pictures: a study of the psychology and 
perception in art., Chicago Press, Oxford England, 1935. 
[23] A. Bojko, Eye Tracking the User Experience: A Practical Guide to Research, 
Resenfeld Media LLC, New York, 2013. 
[24] A. Moran, M. Campbell, D. Ranieri, Implications of eye tracking technology 
for applied sport psychology, J. Sport Psychol. Action. (2018) 1–11. 
doi:10.1080/21520704.2018.1511660. 
[25] J.M. Henderson, F. Fernanda, The Interface of Language, Vision, and Action: 
Eye Movements and the Visual., Psychology Press, New York, 2014. 
[26] M. Wedel, R. Pieters, A Review of Eye-Tracking Research in Marketing, in: 
Naresh K. Malhotra (Ed.), Rev. Mark. Res., Emerald Group Publishing 
Limited, 2008: pp. 123–147. doi:10.1108/S1548-6435(2008)0000004009. 
[27] N.B. Sarter, R.J. Mumaw, C.D. Wickens, Pilots’ Monitoring Strategies and 
Performance on Automated Flight Decks: An Empirical Study Combining 
Behavioral and Eye-Tracking Data, Hum. Factors J. Hum. Factors Ergon. Soc. 
49 (2007) 347–357. doi:10.1518/001872007X196685. 
[28] R.J.K. Jacob, K.S. Karn, Eye Tracking in Human-Computer Interaction and 
Usability Research: Ready to Deliver the Promises, Mind’s Eye. (2003) 573–
605. doi:10.1016/B978-044451020-4/50031-1. 
[29] P. Majaranta, A. Bulling, Eye Tracking and Eye-Based Human-Computer 
Interaction, in: S. H. Fairclough and K. Gilleade (Ed.), Adv. Physiol. Comput., 
Springer, London, 2014: pp. 39–64. doi:10.1007/978-1-4471-6392-3_3. 
[30] H. Ashraf, M.H. Sodergren, N. Merali, G. Mylonas, H. Singh, A. Darzi, Eye-
tracking technology in medical education: A systematic review, Med. Teach. 
40 (2018) 62–69. doi:10.1080/0142159X.2017.1391373. 
[31] E.A. Krupinski, A.A. Tillack, L. Richter, J.T. Henderson, A.K. Bhattacharyya, 
K.M. Scott, et al., Eye-movement study and human performance using 
telepathology virtual slides. Implications for medical education and differences 
with experience, Hum. Pathol. 37 (2006) 1543–1556. 
[32] M. Wilson, J. McGrath, S. Vine, J. Brewer, D. Defriend, R. Masters, 
Psychomotor control in a virtual laparoscopic surgery training environment: 
gaze control parameters differentiate novices from experts., Surg. Endosc. 24 
(2010) 2458–64. doi:10.1007/s00464-010-0986-1. 
[33] A.G. Dyer, B. Found, D. Rogers, An Insight into Forensic Document Examiner 
Expertise for Discriminating Between Forged and Disguised Signatures, J. 
Forensic Sci. 53 (2008) doi:10.1111/j.1556-4029.2008.00794. 
[34] D.C. Dirkmaat, L.L. Cabo, Forensic Anthropology:Embracing the New 
Paradigm, in: D.C. Dirkmaat (Ed.), A Companion to Forensic Anthropol., 
Blackwell Publishing Ltd, 2012: pp. 3–40. 
[35] S.N. Byers, Introduction to Forensic Anthropology (5th Edition), 5th ed., 
Routledge, 2017. 
[36] D. Errickson, T. Thompson, Human remains: another dimension : the 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
AC
CE
PT
ED
 M
AN
US
CR
IP
T
application of imaging to the study of human remains, Academic Press, 2017. 
[37] J.E. Buikstra, D.H. Ubelaker, Standards for data collection from human 
skeletal remains, Arkansas Archeological Survey, Arkansas, 1994. 
[38] T.W. Phenice, A newly developed visual method of sexing the os pubis., Am. 
J. Phys. Anthropol. 30 (1969) 297–301. doi:10.1002/ajpa.1330300214. 
[39] S. Brooks, J.M. Suchey, Skeletal age determination based on the os pubis: A 
comparison of the Acsádi-Nemeskéri and Suchey-Brooks methods, Hum. Evol. 
5 (1990) 227–238. doi:10.1007/BF02437238. 
[40] A.R. Klales, S.D. Ousley, J.M. Vollner, A revised method of sexing the human 
innominate using Phenice’s nonmetric traits and statistical methods., Am. J. 
Phys. Anthropol. 149 (2012) 104–14. doi:10.1002/ajpa.22102. 
[41] I.E. Dror, The Paradox of Human expertise: why experts get it wrong, in: N. 
Kapur (Ed.), Parad. Brain, Cambridge, 2011: pp. 177–188. 
[42] R.M. Morgan, Conceptualising forensic science and forensic reconstruction. 
Part I: A conceptual model, Sci. Justice. 57 (2017) 455–459. 
doi:10.1016/J.SCIJUS.2017.06.002. 
[43] R.M. Morgan, Conceptualising forensic science and forensic reconstruction. 
Part II: The critical interaction between research, policy/law and practice, Sci. 
Justice. 57 (2017) 460–467. doi:10.1016/J.SCIJUS.2017.06.003. 
 
Fig. 1 showing the number of examination points of the participants when making sex 
assessments on the skull 
Fig. 2 showing the number of examination points of the participants when making sex 
assessments on the os coxa 
Fig. 3 showing the number of examination points of the participants when making age 
at death examinations on the os pubis 
Highlights: 
 Participants gaze pattern strategies of the skeletal remains differed 
 Fixation points, visit duration, and visit counts varied in sex and age at death 
 Participants spent more time on average on examination points of the os coxa 
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